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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, the Re-

publican Party of this country is dedi-
cated to coming to Washington, DC, 
and serving the people who believe that 
America’s greatest days lie in our fu-
ture. But there is also incumbent with-
in that promise the opportunity to 
present new and better ideas that will 
help this country to deal with the 
things that lay ahead of us. 

Yesterday, in the Rules Committee, 
Congressman MICHAEL BURGESS from 
Texas offered an amendment that 
would have doubled the tax credit for 
making biodiesel from recycled res-
taurant grease from 50 cents a gallon 
to $1 a gallon. This comes as a result of 
Mr. BURGESS’ working firsthand with 
people within his district who are try-
ing to solve problems of not only air 
pollution, but also to take things that 
might normally be dumped into a recy-
cle bin that ends up going somewhere 
to sit in a landfill. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that Congress-
man BURGESS deserves the respect of 
this House for new and better ideas 
that will help make sure that America 
is facing the problems that lie ahead of 
us and to make sure that we have an-
swers for it. 

I congratulate Congressman BURGESS 
for bringing these ideas forward, and I 
hope we will continue to have other 
Members of this body do the same. 

f 

FOXES NEEDED TO GUARD HEN- 
HOUSE SPEAKER 

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
taxpayer funded luxury travel is not 
accorded to our brave men and women 
serving the cause of liberty. However, 
the new Democrat leadership believes 
they deserve just that. 

While the previous Speaker of the 
House was afforded the use of a mili-
tary aircraft as a security precaution 
following 9/11, it didn’t include the 
amenities being sought by the current 
Democrat Speaker, room for 42 pas-
sengers, a crew of 16, state-of-the-art 
entertainment and communications 
and a private bedroom. Nonetheless, 
that which was good enough for prior 
leadership is apparently just not good 
enough for the new leadership. 

Just a few months ago, Speaker 
PELOSI told the American people that 
Democrats were committed to a new 
direction in the way our government 
does business. At a cost of $15,000 an 
hour it should go without saying that 
this is certainly a new direction, one 
which frankly disgusts all Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, spending watchdogs 
should be part of the new Democrat 
majority’s budget, and they should be 
watching themselves. This has been a 
disgrace. 
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ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEES OF 
THE HOUSE 
Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-

er, by direction of the Democratic Cau-

cus, I offer a privileged resolution (H. 
Res. 139) and ask for its immediate con-
sideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 139 
Resolved, That the following named Mem-

bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION.— 
Mr. Brady of Pennsylvania, Ms. Zoe Lofgren 
of California, Mr. Capuano, Mr. Gonzalez, 
Mrs. Davis of California. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL 
CONDUCT.—Mr. Gene Green of Texas, Ms. 
Roybal-Allard, Mr. Doyle, Mr. Delahunt. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont (during the 
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution be consid-
ered as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
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ADVANCED FUELS INFRASTRUC-
TURE RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT ACT 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 133 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 133 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 547) to facili-
tate the development of markets for alter-
native fuels and Ultra Low Sulfur Diesel fuel 
through research, development, and dem-
onstration and data collection. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived except those arising 
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Science and 
Technology. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. It shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of 
amendment under the five-minute rule the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Science and 
Technology now printed in the bill. Each sec-
tion of the committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute shall be considered as 
read. During consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole may accord priority in recogni-
tion on the basis of whether the Member of-
fering an amendment has caused it to be 
printed in the portion of the Congressional 
Record designated for that purpose in clause 
8 of rule XVIII. Amendments so printed shall 
be considered as read. At the conclusion of 
consideration of the bill for amendment the 
Committee shall rise and report the bill to 
the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any 

amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 

parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Georgia will state his par-
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
since this is the first time we are 
adopting a rule that will allow Dele-
gates and the Resident Commissioner 
to vote in the Committee of the Whole, 
does the rule allow for a separate vote 
on any question once the Committee 
rises? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Rule 
XVIII contemplates automatic, imme-
diate review in the House of certain re-
corded votes in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. As a point of 
clarification on the inquiry, so any 
question may be put to a separate vote 
once the Committee rises? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
clause 6(h) of rule XVIII, both affirma-
tive and negative decisions of the Com-
mittee of the Whole may be reviewed 
in the House under circumstances in 
which votes cast by Delegates were de-
cisive in Committee. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Further in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may state. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Under what 
circumstances will a separate vote not 
be allowed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Committee will not automatically rise 
for such an immediate review in the 
case where votes cast by Delegates 
were not decisive. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Further in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may state. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. When a vote is 
not decisive, but a question put loses, 
is there any opportunity for any Mem-
ber, certified Member of the House, to 
ask for a separate vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
clause 6(h) of rule XVIII, immediate re-
view in the House occurs automatically 
when recorded votes cast by Delegates 
were decisive, without regard to wheth-
er the question was adopted or re-
jected. In ordinary proceedings of the 
house on the ultimate report of the 
Committee of the Whole, the House 
considers only matters reported to it 
by the Committee of the Whole, which 
would not include propositions rejected 
in Committee. Simply put, an amend-
ment rejected in the Committee of the 
Whole is not reported back to the 
House. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. On any ques-
tion put? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not if it 
is rejected in the Committee of the 
Whole. 
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